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REMARKS 

The Office Action of December 7, 2006 has been carefully reviewed 
and considered. Applicant acknowledges the rejections <i) of Claims 21. 22, 24 
and 25 under 35 USC 102(b) over Sticklev : (ii) of Claims 20 ; 21, 23, 26 an 28 
under 35 USC 103 over Carroll et al in view of Japanese publication No. 06- 
206368; (iii) of Claim 27 under 35 USC 103 over the rejection of claim 23 and 
Bloc h etal and (iv) of Claim 29 under 35 USC 103 over the rejection of claim 28 
and Clodfelter et al . 

In order to advance prosecution of this Application towards issuance 
as a patent, Applicant has amended the specification, specifically paragraph 
[0039] of the published version of the specification by adding clarifying language 
clearly corresponding the description to the drawings of FIGS. 2, 3A, 3B and 10. 
It is respectfully submitted that such language merely corresponds the 
description to the drawings and therefore adds no new matter. In addition, 
Applicant has amended independent Claims 20 and 21, as well as added new 
Claims 30-40 (for a total of 20 claims - 3 independent and 17 dependent) in order 
to more fully and clearly claim what applicant regards as his invention. The 
application as amended thus has a total of 20 claims, 3 of which are 
independent, and hence no additional fees are necessary. 

As drawn, described and now clearly and fully claimed in amended 
Claims 20-29, applicant's invention is directed to a safe toy balloon closure and 
sealing device that includes a generally rectangular flat member having 
convoluted perimeter consisting of a first end. a second end opposite the first 
end, a first side edge and a second side edge opposite the first side edge; (b) a 
balloon neck-receiving aperture spaced and separate from fhe perimeter, formed 
through the generally flat member and between the first end and the second end, 
and including a tongue portion protruding thereinto for positioning two different 
portions of a twisted balloon neck passed through the neck receiving aperture; 
(c) inserting passage means for inserting a balloon neck from the first end into 
the balloon neck receiving aperture, th e inserting p assa ge means comprising a 
V-shaped notch on the first en d, and a slit from the V- shape d notch into the neck 
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rece i ving aperture ; (d) at least one non-aligned stretched neck retaining means 
formed on at least one of the second end, the first side edge and the second side 
edge at a location that, not aligned with the inserting passage, for creating at least 
one angled sharp bend and seal in a balloon neck being stretched from the 
balloon neck receiving aperture for reinsertion through the inserting passage 
means and through the balloon neck receiving aperture; thereby effectively 
closing and sealing the balloon neck without tying and without a risk of the 
balloon neck unraveling and causing premature balloon deflation; and (e) a 
safety device in the form of a repulsive taste agent applied to the generally flat 
member. 

In the office action, the examiner rejected (i) Claims 21 , 22, 24 and 
25 under 35 USC 102(b) over Sticklev ; (ii) Claims 20, 21, 23, 26 an 28 under 35 
USC 103 over Carroll et at in view of Japanese publication No. 06-206368; (iii) of 
Claim 27 under 35 USC 103 over the rejection of claim 23 and B loch et al and 
(iv) Claim 29 under 35 USC 103 over the rejection of claim 28 and Clodfelter et 
al. 

Reasonably read and considered, Stickley (with respect to the 
rejection of (i) Claims 21, 22, 24 and 25 under 35 USC 102(b) over Stickle y), 
discloses a balloon holder comprising a cup-like device that has a ring defining 
an open top; arm portions divided by gaps between them that narrow down from 
the ring into a straight shank portion with slots in the shank, The distal end of the 
shank portion is hollow for receiving a balloon stick, and includes a bead. A 
twisted balloon neck is passed into the ring through the open top, out by means 
of one of the gaps, then wrapped around the shank portion and back under itself 
to seaf. 

Unlike the disclosure of Stickley . amended independent Claim 21, 
and dependent Claims 22, 24 and 25, are now directed to a general ly rectangular 
flat member having a balloon neck receiving aperture that is spaced from a nd 
separate from a perimeter of the generally re c tangular flat me mber, inserting 
passage means separate from the neck receiving aperture and formed in the 
generally rectangular flat member, and at least one stretched neck retaining 
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means formed also therethrough. The neck receiving a pertur e includes a tongue 
portion protruding thereint o for positioning two different portions of a twisted 
balloon neck passed through the neck receiving aperture. Sticklev clearly does 
not teach or suggest any of the underlined, functional structural features taught 
and claimed by Applicant. 

It is therefore clear that amended independent Claim 21 , and 
dependent Claims 22, 24 and 25, now include structural features and functions 
that are not taught or clearly suggested by Stick ley. Accordingly, it is respectfully 
submitted that amended independent Claim 21, and dependent Claims 22, 24 
and 25 are patentable under 35 USC 102(b) over Sticklev . 

Next, reasonably read and considered, Carroll et aj (with respect to 
the rejection of (ii) Claims 20, 21, 23, 26 and 23 under 35 USC 103 over Carroll 
et al ) discloses a generally flat closure disk 8 around which a stretched neck of a 
toy balloon is merely wrapped. The disk 8 includes a convoluted perimeter that 
defines three identical slots (12) that each open inwardly from the perimeter, and 
a solid nipple (20) located spaced and separate from the perimeter for receiving 
a retainer disk 24. 

Applicant's independent Claims 20 and 21 have each been 
amended to now clearly include structural and functional features (as underlined 
below) that are not taught or clearly suggested by Carroll et at. even in view of 
Japanese publication No. 06-206368. 

Specifically, Carroll e t al does not teach or dearly suggest a (i) 
balloon neck-receiving aperture that is formed through the generall y flat, m ember, 
and that is spaced from and separate from the convoluted perimeter . Carroll et 
a] also does not teach or clearly suggest (ii) including a tongue portion protruding 
into the ne ck receiving aperture for positio ning tw o different, portio n s of a twisted 
balloo n neck passed through the neck rece ivi ng aperture . Furthermore, Carroll 
et al also does not teach or clearly suggest a separate balloon neck inserting 
passage means comprising (iii) a V-shaped notch o n a, first end, of t he convolute d 
perimeter and a sli t from the V-shaped notch int o the neck receiving ap erture ; 
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Japanese publication No. 06-206368 allegedly merely discloses 
coating small articles with a bittering agent. 

Carroll et al would be more fike the non-rectangular embodiment of 
Applicant's claimed invention if the nipple 20 in Carroll et al was not a solid but a 
spaced and separate aperture 20", and if the disk 8 included a slit or slot [which it 
does not] from at least one of the perimeter slots 12 into such an aperture 20". 

It is therefore respectfully submitted that amended independent 
Claims 20 and 21 clearly include structural and functional features [as underlined 
above] that are not taught or clearly suggested by Carroll et at . even in view of 
Japanese publication No. 06-206363, 

What has been said about independent claims 20 and 21 is also 
true of new independent Claim 30. Independent claim 30 although having a 
different scope from each of the independent Claims 20 and 21, also includes 
structural and functional features that are not taught or clearly suggested by 
Sticklev , or a well by Carroll et al . The same is then true of Claims 31-40 which 
depend from independent Claim 30. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that amended independent 
Claims 20, 21, and dependent Claims 23, 26 and 28 are therefore patentable 
under 35 USC 103 over Carroll et al even in view of Japanese publication No. 
06-206368. Additionally, it is respectfully submitted that new independent Claim 
30 and dependent Claims 31-40 are therefore also patentable under USC 103 
over Carroll et al . 

With respect to the rejection of Claim 27 under 35 USC 103 over 
the rejection of claim 23 and Bloch et al (for merely and only disclosing an 
adhesive tape having a coating on another side thereof), Claim 27 depends from 
Claim 23 which depends from Claim 21 that has been clearly shown above to be 
patentable under 35 USC 103 over Carroll et al even in view of Japanese 
publication No. 06-206368. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that Claim 27 
is patentable under 35 USC 103 over Carroll et al even in view of Japanese 
publication No. 06-206368 and Bloch et al 
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With respect to the rejection of Claim 29 under 35 USC 103 over 
the rejection of claim 28 and Clodfelter et a) (for merely and only disclosing 
Denatium Benzoate as a bittering agent), Claim 29 depends from Claim 28 that 
has been clearly shown above to be patentable under 35 USC 103 over Carroll 
et al in view of Japanese publication No. 06-206368. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully submitted that Claim 29 is patentable under 35 USC 103 over Carroll 
et al in view of Japanese publication No. 06-206368 and Clodfelter et al . 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and 
allowance of Applicant's amended Claims 20-29, and new Claims 30-40. 

No additional fee is believed to be required for this amendment; 
however, if any additional fees are necessary, other than the issue fee, Applicant 
would like to be so notified. 

In the event the Examiner considers personal contact 
advantageous to the disposition of this case, she is hereby authorized to call 
Applicant, Robert H. Murray, at Telephone Number 585-223-1225, Fairport, New 
York. 



Respectively submitted, 



Robert H Murray (Applig 

Date U/faJf ^-<b . , 2007 
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